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REMARKS 

Applica..! wishes to thank tho Examiner for oonsidering the present appfication. In the 
Fmal Office Action datod Jun« 30. 2005. claims 1-3/ stand pe.«iing in the application. ClaUns i 
and 22 have been cancelled. TheallowabiBtyof claim 17 is acknowledged. Claim 1 7 has been 
^written in independent iurm. Applicant respectfully raque«i.s the Examiner for recon«*..ation 

of the claims. 

Claims 1-16. and 18^7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. S10e(b) aa being anficipHlad by 
Tateg/ (6.324.458). 

Applicant respenifuiV fravaraea with respect to the various claims describ«d b«low. 
Claim 7 racitea applying an increasHd drive torque to a second vrfieel r«lalh/e to a firat wheel 
When applying brak«.stear. The Examiner points to the Taksgi reference as disclosing that the 
engine and subsequently the drive torque ia controlled. Applicani agrees that a reduction in 
drive wrque is taught in Col. 9. lines 49-60. However, no teaching or suggestion is found for 
Increasing a drive torque to a second wheel relative to a first whHel. Applicant therefore 
respectfully rHc,uests the Examiner to reconsider the rejection of daims 14 and 25. 

With respect to claim 8, daim 8 recites applying biake-staer by applying brakes and 
increasing nomial load on at least one wheel by modifying a auspension component. This claim 
has been amended from its original version by reciting that ihe nomvil load is increased by 
modifying « suapeneion component Applicant respectfully submits that rn, teaching or 
Quggeetion Is set fonh for applying brakes and increasing nonnal load on at least one wheel by 
modifying a suspension oomponenL Applicant therefore respectfully requests the Examiner to 
reconsider this rejection as well. Ukewisa, claim 15 is «lso believed to be allowable for the 
same reasons. 

Will, respect to daim 20, claim 20 redies dstermining q etoering wheel torque Hud 
applying brake-steer in response to steering wheel torque, Th« Examiner points to Col. 8, lines 
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;^.37. for ihks teaching. Applicant has reviewed thio section and can find no teaching or 
«„flgest>on of stoorlng wh«l torque. In fact, the st^eriny wheel «ng»e and «e«iny syst^ gear 
«tle IS ^ forth but no steering whe«l torque is dotorminod and ther.for« no modifying brake- 
steer in response to th« s^^n^ wheel torque Is also set forth. Applicant therefore respectfufly 
requests the Examiner to reconsider ihe rejection of claim 20. 

Likewise, claim Z8 is also believed to be allowable for the same rea.0.1 s«i forth above 
«h.ce it also recites detemilnlng .he steering wheel torque. Applicant therefore respeciful^ 
requeetthe Exairnnfir to reoonsidor the rejection f>r these daima ae well. 

In light of the above amenrtments and remarks. Applic«nt submits that all rejections are 
now overcome. Applicant rcepectfully subrr.iis that the application is now in condition lor 
allowance and expeditious notice thereof is eaines«y solicheci. Should the bxaminer havH any 
questions or comments the Examlnsr is r«spectfully requested to call tl« ur,dersigned attorney. 
Please charge any fees required in the filing of this amemlment to Deposit Account 06-1510. 

Respectfully submiti«d. 




Kevin G. Mierewa 
RAg. No. 38,049 
28333 Telegraph Rotid 
Suite 250 

Southfield, Ml 46034 
(248) 220-9500 



Date: 
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